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DETAILED ACTION 

1. In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 08/01/2006, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.1 1 1 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41.31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41.37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee 
and appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees 
set forth in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, 
then appellant must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount 
previously paid. 

Claims 1-24 are currently pending in this application. 
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Specification 

2. It is noted that applicant has other related applications, now U.S Patent No. 7,043,752 
and U.S Patent No. 7,103, 666 filed on March 26, 2001. It is requested that any related 
application be referred to in the first sentence of the specification. Applicant is also 
requested to supply the serial numbers of any other related applications currently pending 
before the U.S Patent & Trademark Office. 

Double Patenting 

3. The nonstatutory double patenting; rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 
1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. CIT. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 
(Fed. Cir. 1985); In re van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re 
Uogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 
1 63 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1 969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 C.F.R.' 1.321(b) would 
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overcome an actual or provisional rejection on this ground provided the conflicting 
application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this application. See 37 
C.F.R." 1.78(d). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 



Claims 1-24 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-14 of U.S. Pat. No. 7,043,752 and over 
Claims 1-24 of U.S. Pat. No. 7,103, 666. 

Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because the claims of the instant application, the claims of patent'752, and the 
claims of patent '666 are claiming a system and method employed by a managing 
application for supporting concurrent operation of a plurality of network compatible 
applications. The differences between the claims of the instant application, the claims of 
patent'752, and the claims of patent'666 would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, since the claims of the instant 
application represent the invention in broader scope. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
* such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cohen at al. 
(US 6,178,511) in view of Zhao (US 6,035,404) . 



As to claim 1: 



Cohen teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a system for use in a first 
application concurrently operating together with a plurality of network compatible 
applications (see the Abstract and col. 2, line 24-col. 3, line 16), comprising: 

an entitlement processor (an authentication module 21) for enabling user (a given 
user) access (access) to a first application (a particular application) of a plurality 
of concurrently operating applications (applications) in response to validation 
(authenticates) of user identification information (information about users, 
username, password) (see fig.2 and the accompanying text beginning at col.4, line 
36); 
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a communication processor employed by the first application of the plurality of 
concurrently operating applications for intermittently communicating an activity 
indication being generated in response to user action and being communicated 
sufficiently often (see fig. 5 and the graphical user interface discussion beginning 
at col. 6, line 19) during normal operation of the first application by the managing 
application in response to the timeout window being exceeded (define either 
minimum_ timeout or maximum_timeout; see the discussion beginning at col. 1 1 , 
line 35). 

Cohen, however, does not specifically teach prevent an inactivity timeout. 

Zhao teaches prevent an inactivity timeout (see Figs. 7-9 and the discussion beginning at 
col.5, line 39). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Cohen with Zhao because Zhao's teaching would have 
allowed users to sign on to a client system one time entering ones password. The SSO 
framework then signs on to other applications on the user's behalf. 

As to claim 2: 

Zhao teaches intermittently communicating an activity indication prevents an inactivity 
timeout of the plurality of concurrently operating applications of a particular user 
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initiated session (see Figs. 7-9 and the discussion beginning at col. 5, line 39). 
As to claim 3: 

Cohen teaches the communication processor stores a plurality of activity indications and 
sends the plurality of activity indications as a batch to the managing application (see col. 
6, lines 38-59). 

As to claim 4: 

Cohen teaches the normal operation comprises application operation exclusive of 
abnormal operation comprising an application failure (rc_success, rc_error; see the 
discussion beginning at col. 10, line 25) and the user action comprises, among other 
things, keyboard activity (col. 6, lines 8-18). 

As to claim 5: 

Cohen teaches the first application and the managing application reside in the same PC 
and the activity indication notifies the managing application of activity by the first 
application and includes, among other things, a session identifier for identifying a 
particular user initiated session (col. 5, line 30-col. 6, line 7). 

As to claim 6: 

Cohen teaches the communication processor intermittently communicates activity 
indications to the managing application using a plurality of different commands including 
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an activity notification command and a command involving, among other things, 
determining a user operation session identifier from the managing application (col. 5, 
lines 30-40). 

As to claim 7: 

Cohen teaches the communication processor communicates to the managing application a 
request to receive an activity indication associated with the first application and 
maintained by the managing application, the activity indication indicating time since the 
last activity update (col. 8, lines 45-67). 

As to claim 8: 

Cohen teaches individual applications of the plurality of concurrently operating 
applications independently intermittently communicate an activity indication to the 
managing application (col. 6, line 60-col. 7, line 20) and a browser application providing 
a user interface display permitting user entry of identification information for validation 
by the entitlement processor (see fig. 5 and the graphical user interface discussion 
beginning at col. 6, line 19). 

As to claim 9: 

Cohen teaches the communication processor communicates a time-out threshold value 
comprising the timeout window to the managing application (see the timeout discussion 
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beginning at col. 11, line 35). 
As to claim 10: 

The rejection of claim 1 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, the 
combination of Cohen and Zhao further teaches a comparator for comparing individual 
activity status indicators with corresponding time-out threshold values to identify an 
application time-out event indicated by a status indicator exceeding said time-out 
threshold; and an activity monitor for updating individual activity status indicators, 
corresponding to said plurality of concurrently operating applications, in response to said 
received activity indications (Zhao; Figs. 7-9 and the discussion beginning at col. 5, line 
39). 

As to claim 11: 

Cohen teaches the activity indications received by the input processor are provided in 
response to a user action (col.6, lines 10-13) and the user action comprises, among other 
things, keyboard activity (col. 6, lines 8-18). 

As to claim 12: 

Cohen teaches an activity status indicator comprises a time indication identifying when 
activity of a particular application was last reported, and the time-out threshold comprises 
a predetermined time duration and the managing application determines the particular 
application to be inactive if the time indication exceeds the time-out threshold (see the 
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timeout discussion beginning at col. 1 1 , line 35). 
As to claim 13: 

Refer to claim 6 above for rejection. 
As to claim 14: 

Cohen teaches the communication processor communicates notice of the application 
time-out event to applications of the plurality of concurrently operating applications that 
have previously requested a notification of session termination (col. 6, lines 1-7). 

As to claim 15: 

Cohen teaches the communication processor communicates notice of the application 
time-out event in response to, among other things, a received communication from an 
application session having previously produced a time-out event (col.5, line 59-col.6, line 
7). 



As to claim 16: 

Cohen teaches the activity indication includes, among other things, an identification of 
particular user initiated session (col.5, line 30-col.6, line 7). 
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As to claim 17: 

Cohen teaches a common timeout period for the plurality of concurrently operating 
applications (see the timeout discussion beginning at col. 1 1, line 35). 

As to claim 18: 

Cohen teaches a predetermined default value for the time-out threshold values (col. 6, 
lines 1- 7). 

As to claim 19: 

The rejection of claim 1 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Cohen further 
teaches a browser application (see Fig. 5 and the graphical user interface discussion 
beginning at col. 6, line 19). 

As to claim 20: 

Cohen teaches the activity indication notification includes, among other things, an 
identification of particular user initiated session (col. 5, line 30-col. 6, line 7). 

As to claim 21: 

Cohen teaches a common timeout period is used as the inactivity timeout for the plurality 
of concurrently operating applications (see the timeout discussion beginning at col. 11, 
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line 35). 



As to claim 22: 

Refer to the discussion of claim 10 above for rejection. 
As to claim 23: 

Refer to the discussion of claim 1 above for rejection. 
As to claim 24: 

Refer to the discussion of claim 10 above for rejection. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 08/01/2006 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record, listed on PTO 892 provided to Applicant is considered to 
have relevancy to the claimed invention. Applicant should review each identified 
reference carefully before responding to this office action to properly advance the case in 
light of the prior art. 
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Contact Information 



7. Any inquiry or a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: (571) 272-2100. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VAN H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3765. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30AM 
6:00PM. The examiner can also be reached on alternative Friday. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, WILLIAM 
THOMSON can be reached at (571) 272-3718. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Van H. Nguyen 

Patent Examiner, AU 2194 



